Dr. Randy Robertson 5/27/95 

100 Maxwell Crossing 
Brentwood, TN 57027 

Bear Randy, 

I lot your letter of tlio 20th and your enclosed papers of jd|iy 1 and 2 wait 
until I coWld sit and r^ad theijthrough wcttliouti; interruption, as I did yesterday after- 
noon* X then decided that raore than what you say about Olivier would best be kept in 
confidence- so I've written on the envelope, chi the remote chance someone come 3 here with 
an interest in tliat area, "temporarily confidential*" It is what can be distorted by 
those with such an interest and it 3hould not be, particularly becii^use it is so worth- 
while. I've highlighted parts in the event we hav^ timento talk about it because X do 



not now have the time ta go into those tilings in\etail and inciting* I dici^r^^ a few 

notes of wliat to call to your attention in this. 

„<T\_ 



One is tliat it is a ntist^ihe to refeijby critics a3 you do as all in agreement, 
to all having the vi£w or the records you attribute th them as unanimous* 

Early in the reading I got the impression, wliich may be wrong, that you ' 
refer to two shots from the back wliile laying that in/eaction to them the head moved 

both forward and back. Later you do refer to a shot from the front* 

I think the use of the word "raar" is ^oo indefinite and can be criticized in 
referring to the location of a wound. I suggest that cs a doctor you find some more speci— 
ific place location or give the word more limited meaning* Others are making very 
pointed use of that word and "back" to advance their contrary arguments* 

That Jldmies anqf Boswell had any autopsy film to show Olivier can lead to further 
FOIA inquiry if you'd care to. From the records the Secret Service* had possession of all 
of it. They therefoi^ should have a record of any time it was not in their possession. 

^ou can ask for that under FOI/u 

I am not and do not pretend to be a ^bllistics expert. I had to do considerable 

reading on it, including when I was James Early^ajs's investigator. In that case soft 

ammo# was used. It exploded on imjbqct. It is ^signed to do that. But the stub, the part 

that is tho back of it, the part tliat fits into the shell, was imtact when it was recovered 

• . - 

just under the skin down a blit ii*rn is back. Impact was in the jaw. The explosion was 

mostly tlirough the neck, but the jaw was included. It thus’ee seems most likelty to me 

that the 6,5 fragment at the back of the head was the stub of a front-entering soft bullet. 
Nor M&LZWsryLl 1 " •S'c*! dUr. 

It is not impossible for hardened ammo to fragment. It is impossible for it to 

fragment into dust-likeifipar tides. Off the top of the head I think you would do better 
n 1 »• 

to refer to gardened military ammunition and to what is generally refered to as "soft" 
ammo* "Hardened, full- jacketed" might be better, in addition to"military". If you have 
a gun shop near you why not stop off and get some catalogues, like Remington's, and look 
at what it lias on Core— Lokt, the ammo used on King? More than one catalogue in^ght be 
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helpful# And in any farther mentions I suggest you use the v/ords of the autopsists, 

"dust-like " particles, became it means much more than llf^ragment#" 

V/hile you limit yourself in tliis work to the skull, I suggest you can use as 

notes addressing fidelity to fact or iPonesty or dependability the notes 1 have in Dost 

a Mortem under the autopsists* and the 1)J oanel's reports in facsimile# Each reflects 

that there was fragmentation in the chest cavity yet each says that its study confirms 

the officii report. They lie and they lie knowingly because any fragmentation in the 

chest area ruins the case for any magic bullet# hob Artwohl tried to work his way around 

Me 

tiiis by attributing the fragmentation to the passage rather than any impact of the bullet# 
Part of the incredible explanation for p. or A-rays was the decision that portable 
equipment was adequate because all they were looking f<kr was a bullet# 

You are also in effect, and quite correctly, accusing ^luirlen Specter of sub- 
orning perjury. Y&u find/an unarticulated case of this in IkTVidi AGAIN! 

. 1 \ 

X suggest tit at you imixtify your ststement that^The best evidence can not be 
found in the words of those who would lie and deceive us" because, among other icings, 

u 

Hqmes didT^Tswear in contrddiction to himself and in some of those attestations all the 
promoters agreed a^o .under oath. Perhaps "is not limited to'y might he better. 

In your 5/2 you do not reflect awareness of the facf" tint the limo. was washed 
at ' L arlcland. 

Ebersole did not type the receipt. That wwas done by a oorpsman# 

JL 

Where ydu refer to the 1A arper fragment bing exploded 25 feet I tliink it v/ould 

A „ 

be helgful to you± case of you can get an expert opinion on whether thta tliat is pos- 
sible with ammo like tliat 6#5 1£# I believe it is impossible. 

Cv\rJW f . 

Am I eeredt in thinking Ufat I remember that Constable Seymour YJeitzeman also 
found and turned in a piece pf skull? Prom some distance from the limo#? 

X tliink this is work, which is why I tol// you tliat if you are at the press 
conference to feel free to go into it# I*ve alsc/told Lesar tliat# I do not seek prsonal 
attention. Hy purpose in the press conJevence to wliich I cannot go it merely to let/£lt 
be known tliat the book is availly&e plus the hope that in a competitive situation there 

fh 

might be more possibility of tos being used. 

Thanks and good luck, 




